specimen from Egypt has a partly divided anal plate. I therefore agree with Schmidt (1930) in maintaining this genus as valid.
The spelling of the generic name has been in question. In the original description of the genus (Jan, 1865) the name is given as Spalerosophis, but in the following description of the type species the generic name is spelled Sphalerosophis. The first spelling, Spalerosophis, is here retained, due to page priority; this spelling is most familiar in the literature.
Unfortunately an older name preoccupies Spalerosophis Jan, 1865, i.e., Chilolepis Fitzinger, 1843 . I retain Jan's name for the following reasons: (1) Fitzinger did not give a diagnosis of Chilolepis but used this name in his list of species. (2) Chilolepis has not been used to refer to any species in this genus since 1843. The name was used last by Cope (1886) in a generic key. Boulenger (1893) placed Chilolepis in the synonymy of Zamenis. (3) Since Schmidt (1930) resurrected Spalerosophis this name has been used in many papers. In the interest of stability and to retain a name familiar in the literature, I reject the name Chilolepis in favor of Spalerosophis. This is a case in which application should be made to the International Commission on Nomenclature for the suspension of the rules in favor of the latter name. For a statement of the principles governing the choice of a later name see the discussion by de la Torre and Starrett (1959) . Schmidt, 1939) .
Key to Forms of Spalerosophis
Loxodon microlepis Jan, 1867, Icon. Gen., 20, pi. iii. Zamenis microlepis Boulenger, 1891 , Proc. Zool. Soc. London, 1891 Spalerosophis microlepis is by far the most highly speciahzed of the three species of Spalerosophis. This species has a greater number of mid-body scale rows (41-45, compared to 25-31), more temporals (anterior, 6-7, compared to 3-6; posterior, 7-8, compared to 3-6), more upper and lower labials, more scales in the ocular ring (12-15, mean 13.3, compared to 7-14), and more dorsal markings on the body. Werner (1895) recorded a specimen (without locality and unsexed) having 43 mid-body scale rows, 248 ventrals, anal entire, and 101 subcaudals. Wall (1908) This rare and distinct form appears to be known only from seven specimens. In the following description the data from the two specimens I have examined are combined with the data available in the literature. Sex data are not available for the specimens listed in the literature.
Mid-body scale rows 41-45; ventrals 240-263; anal entire; subcaudals 97-109; upper labials 13-17; lower labials 14-16; scales in ocular ring 12-15; anterior temporals 6-7; posterior temporals 7-8. Table 1 ). Angel (1933) upper labials 10 on right side and 11 on left side; lower labials 11; many temporals; scales in ocular ring 11; dorsal spots 51, more or less quadrangular transversely, not rounded. This animal belongs in the genus Spalerosophis and its characters agree with the range of variation and color pattern of S. diadema diffordi except that the number of ventrals is slightly low for females.
One specimen of diffordi from Wadi Natroum, Egypt (75982) Comparing a topotype of Coluber choumowitchi collected by Domergue with the specimen examined by Werner I find that they are identical. Mertens' (1956, p. 225) allocation of choumowitchi to diadema dolichospila is unquestionable.
The unique color pattern ( fig. 59, B ) is the only character distinguishing dolichospila from the populations to the north and east. S. d. dolichospila has large, smooth-edged dorsal spots, whereas all other forms of diadema have narrow, irregularly bordered transverse bands and spots. All specimens examined, together with those listed by Domergue (1954) , show no variation in this color pattern. I also find no suggestion of this color pattern in the other populations of this species. The occurrence of specimens over a wide range and their agreement in the striking color pattern provide the attributes of a population. This southern mountain population, dolichospila, is here recognized as a distinct subspecies on the basis of its strikingly uniform and different coloration and apparent isolation.
Werner (1937) recorded a specimen of dolichospila from Ghar, in the Hoggar Mountains of southern Algeria. Angel and Lhote (1938) recorded from Tamanrasset, also in the Hoggar Mountains, a specimen of diadema which is probably the same subspecies, dolichospila.
They also recorded a specimen of diadema from the vicinity of Agadez, French Niger, a town at the foot of the Air Mountains; whether "vicinity" means lowlands or mountains is not stated. The exact altitude and the color pattern are needed to assign this animal either to diadema cliffordi or diadema dolichospila (see Map). (20894, 20959, 20969) ; Ray (20895, 20908, 20912-13, 20951, 20960-62, 20966 Schmidt, 1930, Field Mus. Nat. Hist., Zool. Ser., 17: 226- This eastern form of diadema has the highest number of ventrals and subcaudals found in the species. It also tends to have a relatively longer tail compared to the other subspecies. Smith (1943) may be consulted for a discussion of this form and its color varieties. Wall (1914) has an excellent plate illustrating the color varieties of d. diadema. The material examined clearly proves that the strikingly different color variety "atriceps" is a synonym of d. diadema. The only difference besides color in the "atriceps" examined, is that they are all more heavy-bodied and longer (see Table 1 Spalerosophis arenarius is known only from the two heads and one complete specimen mentioned by Boulenger (1893) . These specimens have 25-27 scale rows at mid-body, 10 supralabials, and 9-10 scales in ocular ring. Complete data are not available for the three specimens. Two specimens have 3 anterior temporals and one specimen has 3 posterior temporals.
The only character said to separate arenarius from diadema is the extremely elongated rostral wedged far between the internasals but not entirely separating the nasals. The scale counts given by Boulenger (1893) do not differentiate this species from diadema when the entire range of diadema is considered, but arenarius does tend to differ from Indian diadema that I have examined in the number of ventrals (arenarius, 227; diadema, 240-254) , subcaudals {arenarius, 80; diadema, 101-109), and anterior temporals {arenarius, 3; diadema, 4-5). I therefore consider this population a distinct species. It has also been collected from the same locality as d. diadema. 
